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Indians speak no English, are inexpert with tools and live in crude
shelters; others have acquired modern houses and automobiles
and serve as teachers, doctors, lawyers and storekeepers. . . . Un-
questionably Indians generally are willing to use much of the White
man's equipment and means to knowledge, but often are backward
because their economic grip on life is a precarious one. Many of the
tribes hold grants of land that is inferior or insufficient in extent,
yet manage well with their facilities, and are deft as artisans and
mechanics, sometimes eager for better tools, machinery and
methods/' The article is illustrated with three photographs which
show the Indians at work with a caterpillar tractor, with horses and
plough, and with wheeled vehicles. It is apparent that the pattern
of culture of the Indians permitted the acquisition of the wheel
and much else besides.

With reference to Russian communism and the United States,
Professor Willey says: "One of the major patterns of our culture
is materialism, with its capitalistic organization and profit seeking.
This doctrine is firmly embedded in our social heritage.... Conse-
quently when individuals from other lands, where economic
pattern is differently developed, come to these shores and suggest
modification of the prevailing economic patterns, their ideas are
met with strongest of resistance. The traits or complexes which
they seek to introduce are so at variance with our own dominating
complexes, that were they accepted our own pattern would be
demolished or badly disrupted, (At least so it is believed.) Hence
the resistance to the so-called Bolsheviks and the I.W.W. Hence
our distrust of the 'foreign agitator.* Hence much of the business
man's fear of the trade union" (ibid., p. 534). If, as Professor Willey
would have it, "everything, in short, must conform to the pattern"
(ibid., p. 534), did the new Bolshevik culture complex conform to
the then prevailing Russian pattern? And was there no resistance
to it in Russia too? Was Bolshevism any less "entirely foreign" to
the Russian pattern before the Revolution as it is to the United
States to-day, or as the wheel was to the American Indians ? If a
new complex must fit into the prevailing pattern, culture will be
static; the new will only replace the worn-out parts, as, for instance,